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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 96-106 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

In claim 96, the screen end portion is said to be "rigid". This is not adequately 
disclosed in the specification. The same is true with claim 101, except it is termed a 
"rigid screen attachment element". In claims 96 and 103, the "spline connector" is said 
to "slidable" for coupling. However, the "slidable" feature is attributed to the 
embodiments of Figs. 1 1 A-F, as mentioned on page 1 1 of the specification. An 
alternative "spline" connection is mentioned on page 12 but a "slidable" feature is not 
mentioned in conjunction therewith. Claim 97 recites an "L-shaped" rigid screen end 
portion, also not properly disclosed. The same it true for claim 102, except to the 
different terminology, discussed above. 

Claims 96-106 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The elements that make up the rigid screen end portion (attachment element, 
claim 101 ) and the screen insert coupling portion (interface element) is not understood 
and the claims will be addressed as best understood. 
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In claim 96, the "spline connector" is said to be part of the screen insert coupling 
mechanism. However, the spline, as disclosed, is part of the screen end portion. 

In claim 101, line 31, "one piece interface" is not consistent with "one piece 
interface element", line 30. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 101 and 102 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 
anticipated by Johnson. 

In Johnson, see header, jambs and sill 12, first track 112, and second track 114, 
screen engaging element (walls of the tracks), roller assembly 30, fabric module 34, 
fabric 36, insert 16, and screen attachment element 40, interface element 44,46, having 
a channel that engages the insert 16 and an abutment surface 44. The stop positions 
are the fully extended and fully retracted positions. A portion of 40,42,44, is L-shaped. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 96,97 and 103 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Johnson in view of Moyet-Ortiz. 

In Johnson, see header, jambs and sill 12, first track 112, and second track 114, 
screen engaging element (walls of the tracks), roller assembly 30, fabric module 34, 
fabric 36, insert 16, and screen insert coupling mechanism 40. Johnson does not show 
the slidable spline connection, which is ambiguous as discussed above, but is 
considered the manner in which the screen end is fixed to insert coupling 40. Slidable 
"splines" are known, as illustrated by Moyet-Ortiz, Fig. 1 . It would have been obvious to 
use this type of connection to attach the free end of the screen of Johnson to the insert 
so as prevent disengagement. Johnson states that the screen is attached "across it's 
width", column 2, line 27, to the coupling element 40, thereby indicating that such 
extends into the tracks. The stop positions are the fully extended and fully retracted 
positions. A portion of 40,42,44, is L-shaped. 

Claims 98 and 99 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Johnson in view of Moyet-Ortiz as applied above, and further in view of Ralph et al. 

Ralph et al discloses that it is old to provide counterbalances, 60-63, and latches 
100 on sliding sashes in a door. It would have been obvious to modify Johnson to have 
these features so as to improve operation and hold the sash in position. 

Claim 100 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Johnson in view of Moyet-Ortiz as applied above, and further in view of Kemp. 

While Johnson states that his housing 34 is attached "in any convenient manner", 
column 2, lines 24-25, which would include a well known easily detachable connection, 
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Kemp further discloses a housing which is removably attached to the frame of the 
closure. It would have been obvious to provide such a feature for Johnson to permit 
replacement of the screen or removal of the housing. 

Claims 104 and 105 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Johnson in view of Ralph et al. 

Ralph et al is applied here as above. 

Claim 106 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Johnson in view of Kemp. 

Kemp is applied here as above. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
grounds of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Blair M. Johnson whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6830. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri., 6:30-3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached on (571) 272-6777. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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